position that the conduct of Kenya's foreign relations since independence is the product of the strategic art of appeasing old lovers while courting new friends .
Kenya's old lovers here are Great Britain and the United States while her new friends are the emergent powers of the East, mainly China as well as subregional counterparts particularly in the wider eastern Africa. It is noteworthy also that these strategic processes of appeasement on one hand and courtship on the other have more often than not tended to take place concurrently ; though for the most part, the appeasement of the former has been more subtle and somewhat covert while the courting of the latter has been much more publicized (perhaps overly so), overt, and elaborate-a state of affairs that has tended to overshadow, what in my view are in fact, crucial, deep, and more sustained foreign relations with the former. Against this background, the discussion herein proceeds as follows: I start by bringing forth a number of theoretical premises that illuminate Kenya's conduct of foreign relations in the more holistic sense. I then engage a retrospective discussion that illuminates the dynamics of Kenya's relations with her old lovers before delving into an analysis of her more recent relations with newly courted friends, while teasing out the strategic aspects associated with the conduct of the two intricately related domains that characterize Kenya's foreign relations. In the final analysis, I project the future of Kenya's foreign relations from the standpoint of the UHURUTO administration and ramifications associated with the ICC cases.
Some Theoretical Considerations
Analyzing any state's foreign relations over a period of fifty years would most probably call for a careful blend of theoretical standpoints. It is noteworthy, however, that while some theoretical explanations can be more logically consistent, analytically potent, and empirically valid when compared to others, no theoretical explanation can solely provide all the answers to the questions we seek. That would make it a pseudo and/or nonscientific theory (Kitschelt, 1999; Klemke et al., 1998) . That said, the traditional realism-liberalism debate first comes to mind (Baldwin, 1993; Doyle, 1986; Dougherty and Pfaltzgraff, 1996; Jackson and Seronsen, 2003) . A purely classical realist argument would take the position that human aggression and the urge to expand and dominate others is a naturally occurring and inevitable phenomenon. Hence states are basically historical and political entities that represent the animus dominandi instinct of men, which
